PRELIMINARY STAFF DRAFT

ATTACHMENT 3
To: Staff Work Group on Urban Water Use Measurement
From: Tom Gohring, WUE Program Manager
Date: April 3, 2003
Re: Materials for Work Group Consideration—Elements of an Urban Water Use

Measurement Framework

The attached table is presented to lay out a graphical representation of the topics the Program
Manager proposes to engage with the Urban Water Use Measurement Staff Work Group. The
matrix has six columns:

1. Concerns Expressed Associated with Current Measurement Approach: The ideas
incorporated in this column are drawn largely from the Stakeholder Analysis and Staff
Work Group discussions. Though the concepts were reviewed and confirmed during the
3/28/03 Drafting Team deliberations, they are presented here — and in the proposed
Purpose/Scoping Statement — as a list of concerns expressed. It is our intent to confirm and
prioritize this list during the Work Group’s April 7 meeting.

2. Possible Options/Solutions: This column captures possible options for addressing the list
of concerns described above. The current proposed options/solutions are presented for
brainstorming purposes and have not yet been discussed with the full Work Group. We
expect this list to be modified and expanded during the Work Group’s April 7 deliberations.

3. Areas of Emerging/Apparent Agreement: As noted above, the goal of the Work Group is to
confirm and prioritize among the longer list of concerns and options/solutions. As areas of
stakeholder agreement become apparent, we will capture the comments in the column of
emerging/apparent agreement.

4. Implementation Considerations: This column is intended to capture implementation
considerations concerning the options/solutions proposed.

5. Information Needs: This column captures information that needs to be obtained in order to
assist the Work Group’s deliberations on concerns and options/solutions.

6. Timing to Address: Options for timing are: (a) as part of urban water use measurement
framework; (b) as part of legislation; and, (c) as part of regulatory drafting process.

One other point to note: During the March 28, 2003 Drafting Team teleconference, Drafting
Team members discussed the value of temporarily setting aside Work Group deliberations on
the issues of service metering and volumetric pricing (captured as Concerns #1 and #2) until the
group considers questions related to challenges facing the state/federal government’s system of
collecting water extraction, delivery, and return flow data (Concern #3), and consideration and
implementation of newer measurement approaches and technologies (Concern #4). Drafting
Team members broadly supported this approach, particularly given the Legislature's current
deliberations on AB 306.

The Work Group will review and begin revising the concepts incorporated in this draft
“strawman” document at the April 7, 2003 full Work Group meeting.
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The issues listed under the columns “Concerns Associated with Current Measurement Approach” and “Possible
Options/Solutions” are presented for explanatory purposes and have not yet been discussed with the full Work Group.
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appropriately characterize the nature of this material.
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Measurement Approach institutional, etc.) Apparent tion Needs to
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